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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-22 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 and § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed 
in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an 
international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and 
(4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments 
Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or 
indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore^ 
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the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the 
amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Golstein (US 4,210,429), a reference cited in the last Office action. Golstein's invention 
is directed to an air purifier for removing irritating or harmful impurities from the air and 
a method thereof. Golstein discloses that the method comprises the steps of flowing air 
through a filtering device; sensing the filtering device; illuminating an UV light source if 
the step of sensing detects the filtering device; and deactivating the UV light source if 
the step of sensing does not detect the filtering device (col. 5, lines 63-68). 

5. Claims 15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by 
Gibson (US 6,869,468 B2), a reference cited in the last Office action. Gibson's invention 
is directed to an air treatment apparatus and a method thereof. Solstein discloses that 
the method comprises the steps of flowing air through a filtering device; sensing the 
filtering device; illuminating an UV light source if the step of sensing detects the filtering 
device; and deactivating the UV light source if the step of sensing does not detect the 
filtering device (col. 3, line 65 through col. 4, line 40 and col. 2, lines 57-65). 



6. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Golstein '429 
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in view of JP 2000-15762 A. The difference between Golstein and the above claim is the 
provision that the filtering device is monolith having a titanium dioxide coating. JP '621 
shows in an air cleaner the provision of the recited filtering device (see abstract). The 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Golstein as shown by JP 762 because 
this would further cleaning the treated air by the sterilizing and the photocatalyzing. 

7. Claims 1-4 and 9-11 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Reisfeld (US 6,884,399 B2) in view of either Golstein '429 or Gibson '468, for 
reasons as of record. 

8. Claims 12 and 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reisfeld (US 6,884,399 B2) in view of either Golstein '429 or Gibson '468. The further 
difference between the references as applied above and the instant claims are the 
provision that the inner compartment houses a particle filter and the switch features. 

As to the first difference, since Reisfeld discloses the provision of a particle filter 
upstream to and in conjunction with the monoliths, the provision that the particle filter is 
part of the inner compartment as making elements integral was held to have been obvious, 
In re Wolfe 116 USPQ 443. 
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As to the latter, since Golstein shows that the switch is of conventional design and 
includes a leaf or contact which is pressed to close the switch, and in electrical 
communication with the UV light sources (col. 5, lines 5-12and Fig. 6), or since Gibson also 
shows that the switch is a microswitch or the like, and in electrical communication with the 
UV light (col. 2, lines 57-65), it appears that the switch of Golstein or Gibson is of the 
features as claimed. Further, the selection of known equivalent switch for the detecting 
of the filtering device would be within the level of ordinary skill in the art. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 5 and 13 and their depending clams 6-8 and 14 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

10. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Because the prior art references do not disclose in an indoor air quality module 
the provision of the recited first end of the inner compartment being pivotally attached to 
the outer compartment and pivotal between the first position and the second position in 
combination with other recited structured as claimed in claims 5 and 13. 



Response to Arguments 
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11. Applicant's arguments filed 12 January 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that there is no prima facie case of obviousness because of the 
proposed combination cannot be made as adding the switches of Golstein or Gibson to the 
Reisf eld arrangement would be useless or redundant at best and as the fan control already 
adequately provides for controlling the UV lamp. Reisfeld's fan control controls the UV 
lamps even without the filtering device and the switches of Golstein or Gibson are needed 
in for providing safety interlock switches with the air purifier when the filtering device is 
withdrawn from the module. 

As to the argument that as Reisf eld's fan coil unit is not disposed within interior of 
the building such as where occupants would reside, there is no danger of unwanted 
exposure to UV light with regard to Reisfeld arrangement, since Reisfeld discloses that 
the air purifier can be used in a fan coil unit or a duct (col. 6, lines 6-8) and since 
Reisfeld's fan control controls the UV lamps even without the filtering device, the 
switches of Golstein or Gibson are needed in for providing safety interlock switches with 
the air purifier when the filtering device is withdrawn from the module. The air purifier 
will not work properly if there is no filtering device in place. 



Conclusion 
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12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kishor Mayekar whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1339. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nam Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-1342. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN 
USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1753 



